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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is in response to applicant's reconsideration filed on November 
29, 2004. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

3. Claims 5,7,8 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by US Pat No 3,792,416 to Moulin. 

Regarding claims 5 and 8, Moulin discloses a device comprising a sleeve (150) 
comprising a longitudinal axis and an insertion end and a skirt integrally formed on 
the sleeve (Figure 2a). 

The skirt comprises a first integral section extending in a plane which is 
substantially perpendicular to the longitudinal axis and a second integral section 
comprising an interior surface and a sealing surface that extends along the length of 
the sleeve in a direction opposite to the insertion end such that there is a gap 
between the interior surface and the sleeve (Figure 2a). 

As to the limitation that the skirt is molded, applicant is reminded that the method 
of forming the device is not germane to the issue of patentability of the device itself. 
Therefore, this limitation has not been given patentable weight. 
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As to the limitation that the sealing surface has substantially the same shape of 
the interior surface of the cavity prior to insertion into the cavity so that the skirt 
deforms only a small amount to f orm a seal between the sealing surface and tha 
interior surface of the cavity when t he sleeve is subsequently inserted into the cavity 
is considered as a method step in a device or article claim. The current claim is 
claiming a device, not a method, therefore, the limitation will not be considered. 

As to claims 7,14 and 15, Moulin discloses that the sleeve includes a wiping land 
(174). 

As to claim 13, Moulin discloses that the skirt is integrally formed in the sleeve 
(Figure 2a). 

\. Claims 5,7-11 and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by US Pat No 5,540,450 to Hayashi et al (Hayashi). 

Regarding claims 5 and 8, Hayashi discloses a device comprising a sleeve (3) 
comprising a longitudinal axis and an insertion end and a skirt integrally formed on 
the sleeve (14a and 16a, Figure 2). 

The skirt comprises a first integral section extending in a plane which is 
substantially perpendicular to the longitudinal axis and a second integral section 
comprising an interior surface and a sealing surface that extends along the length of 
the sleeve in a direction opposite to the insertion end such that there is a gap 
between the interior surface and the sleeve (Figure 2). 
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As to the limitation that the skirt is molded, applicant is reminded that the method 
of forming the device is not germane to the issue of patentability of the device itself. 
Therefore, this limitation has not been given patentable weight. 

As to the limitation that the sealing surface has substantially the same shape of 
the interior surface of the cavity prior to insertion into the cavity so that the skirt 
deforms only a small amount to form a seal between the sealing surface and the 
interior surface of th e cavity when the sleeve is subsequently inserted into the cavity 
is considered as a method step in a device or article claim. Therefore, the limitation 
will not be considered. 

As to claims 7,14 and 15, Hayashi discloses that the sleeve includes a wiping 
land (6). 

As to claims 9 and 16, Hayashi discloses a method of sealing an opening of a 
cavity comprising the steps: 

a) Inserting a portion of a structure (2) through a sleeve (3) of a sealing 
assembly, wherein the sealing assembly has a molded skirt (14a and 16a, Figure 2) 
constructed from an electrically insulating, elastomeric material. 

b) Inserting a section of the structure including portion of the structure inserted 
through the sealing assembly into the cavity through the cavity opening so that the 
molded skirt is in sealing contact with the inside surface of the cavity; wherein the 
molded skirt comprises a sealing surface that has substantially the same shape as 
the interior surface of the cavity prior to insertion into the cavity so that the skirt 
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deforms only a small amount to form a seal between the sealing surface and the 
interior surface of the cavity (Figure 2). 

As to claims 1 0 and 1 1 , Hayashi discloses the step of cleaning a portion of the 
interior surface of the cavity using the wiping land (6). 

As to claim 13, Hayashi discloses that the skirt is integrally formed in the sleeve 
(Figure 2a). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on November 29, 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Regarding applicant's arguments that by reciting "molded skirt" it describes a 
Physical characteristic of the sealing surface, i.e. the shape of the sealing surface, 
which is not dependent on any particular method of achieving the shape (Page 6 
Line 23), the term "molded" is considered as a method step. 

As to applicant's arguments that the concluding functional phrase " so that the 
skirt deforms only a small amount tn form a sea. hpt^n ,h e sealinn aiirfaro anH 
the interior surface of the cavity whPn the sleevP i, «^ , entw insfirtpri intn tho 
cavity; is considered as a method step (Page 7, Line 1), the part that makes the 
Phrase considered as a method step in a device or article claim is " prior to insertion 

int ° th6 CavitY " That P hrase ma kes the limitation a method step. Therefore, it would 

not be considered. 

As to applicant's arguments that Hayashi fails to disclose that the sealing surface 
has substantially the same shape as the interior surface of the cavity prior to 
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insertion into the cavity (Page 7 Line 27), Hayashi illustrates that the sealing surface 
has substantially the same shape as the interior surface of the cavity. The term 
"substantially is a broad term that does not clearly define the invention. 

As to applicant's arguments regarding the rejection to claims 9-1 1 and 16 (claims 
directed to a method) in view of Hayashi (Page 8 Line 12), particularly to the fact 
that Hayashi fails to disclose that the sealing surface has substantially the same 
shape as the interior surface of the cavity prior to insertion into the cavity, as 
explained above, the term "substantially" is a broad term that does not clearly define 
the invention. Therefore, Hayashi illustrates that the sealing surface has 
substantially the same shape as the interior surface of the cavity. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then 
the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, 
and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the 
mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period 
for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carlos Lugo whose telephone number is 703-305- 
9747. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-6pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel P. Stodola can be reached on 703-308-2686. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703- 
306-5771. 

Carlos Lugo 
All 3676 

December 15, 2004. 

DANIEL P. STODOLA 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 




